EXTRATERRESTRIAL JUSTICE 
and 
THE BODDHI POLITIC* 


Despite the risk of personal embarrassment to ourselves 
involved in making public the following account we have 
decided that, as responsible citizens, we have no alterna- 
tive, As a compromise which can offer us some limited 
personal protection, we have sought publication in this 
obscure journal which can, given its limited circulation, 
insure us against broad dissemination. 

A few evenings ago, we sat in Berkeley drinking a rare 
Yugoslavian slivovitz and discussing criminal penalties. As 
in past discussions, we were seeking a practical solution and 
encountering the usual flaws, since almost any policy sug- 
gested in this area is bound to offend someone. Our own 
limited intelligence and imagination had been exposed to 
criticisms by others in review of earlier proposals. Thus, our 
urgings to raze the zoos and free all political animals had 
outraged the humanitarians (“you can’t just throw the poor 
creatures out in the street”), the suggested legislation to 
legalize burglary had met with scorn from those free-enter- 
prisers interested in holding up property rights, and advo- 
cacy of the eat-whatever-you-kill penalty was considered an 
affront to those espousing the sanctity of the person. 

This particular evening, we were bringing our critical 
energies to bear on Peter's “reintegration proposal” -- a 
rather intricate concept and set of related practices, the full 
details of which cannot be set out in this brief article. In 
essence, it combines the traditional talion elements of re- 
moval of body parts as penalty for various offenses with 
more enlightened modern values and technological capa- 
bility -- the severed parts are reintegrated with the offender at 
expiration of sentence, affording full restoration to commun- 
ity membership; both the choice of body part and determi- 
nation of the duration of period of removal would become 
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the means of apportioning an appropriate penalty for a 
particular offense. Despite the obvious appeal of this ap- 
proach to a wide spectrum of constituencies, it suffers from a 
single, but over-riding, inherent problem on which our at- 
tentions were concentrated: how might we neutralize the 
additional stigma this approach would impose on those 
persons who had innocently or honorably contributed their 
limbs in course of fulfillment of duty in factories and fields, 
including those of battle? How could an observer distinguish 
between a half-martyred hero from the War on Crime and a 
villainous enemy of those warriors? 

Somewhere in the midst of our third slivovitz, Jim had a 
peculiar feeling of strange presence and mentioned it to 
Peter, who replied, “That's funny. I'm hardly feeling any- 
thing at all.” Atthis point, we both noticed the unannounced 
arrival (2) of a third party, “Might | join you?” it asked, Jim 
poured the visitor a glass of slivovitz, and we introduced 
ourselves, Our guest was distinguished by a somewhat un- 
usual appearance for a Berkeleyan, being not only small in 
stature, but also green in complexion and possessing both 
ample breasts and full beard. Its name was Arche Fellown, 
and it claimed that its point of origin was a distant galaxy 
where it had belonged to the race called S/he. 

“| could not help eavesdropping on your conversa- 
tion,” remarked the S/he, “and thought | might render some 
assistaNce -- especially since Lorne Green and his band of 
space hoodlums, from whom |, myself, have only recently 
escaped, are revisionist historians distorting the sense of 
reality of you contemporary terrans. Once, my own appear- 
ance was much as yours, but this was long ago before | broke 
and consumed the sacred tablet which you call by another 
name -- ‘pill’ -- and was sentenced to transformation and 
banishment for tampering with officially ordained con- 
sciousness; acts combining heresy with treason are much 
frowned upon in my society. It is eviDent to me that your 
local state of evolution, despite the recent efforts by your 
Governor, is -- whether in terms of wisdom and justice or 
practical knowledge and technological wherewithal -- not 
yet progressed to a point where full emulation of our model 
would be feasible, but it is equally evident that -- how shall | 
put it? -- that both of you are grasping in the direction of a 
similar solution.” 
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At the word ‘grasping,’ Arche absentmindedly reached 
out with several hands, as if to illustrate, and downed Peter's 
drink with one, Jim’s with another, and his own with a third. 
“ExcuSe me,” S/he said, “that was unthoughttul.”" 

“What it seems to me is defective in your formulation,” 
S/he resumed, “is that it proceeds from ecological newthink 
or, that is, from the assumption that less is more, Your own 
Orwell would remind you that moRe is more, and your own 
heritage, one would think, could not allow you to forget that 
more is beTTer. Here lies the possibility of a technological 
fix in the way of an interim solution perfectly adapted to your 
times. You will, in esSence, create extra-terrestrial beings. 
(whom you will probably prefer to denigrate by calling 
‘creaTures'). By extra-terrestrial, | mean simply an ordinary 
person with something extra or, if you like, an extraordinary 
person, 

Rather than, as you had been suggesting, taking some- 
thing off you should be thinking of putting something on -- 
such as put-ons, for instance, as a second noSe. As you 
would, yourselves, acknowledge, there are rapid limits 
reached in your own model since there are only so many 
parts which can be taken off; there are, in contrast, no 
boundary conditions on my alternative, and the general 
shape of solutions it offers will help you to cool. out a far 
greater varieTy of competing and confLicting intereSt groups 
-- incLuding that one with wHich you were preoccupied at 
the moMent I joined you, In any caSe, to get on with a more 
fuLL explanation..." 

S/he paused. Actually, ‘pause’ is an understatement, 
given the period over which it lasted, with Arche’s several 
facial expressions simultaneously transfixed and the rest of 
hirm’s body immobilized. 

“PaRdon me,” S/he said finally, “I feel a bit stoned and 
muSt excuse myself, PleaSe disregard whaT I've been saYing 
-- | only maDe up that story as a disTraction in orDer to bilk 
you out of some sLivoVitz. If you’LL excuse me, ril be 
geTTing back to my capsule.” Ms/tr Fellown then dis- 
charged the contents of a fairly conventional looking can of 
aerosol in our direction and we lost consciousness or, more 
accurately, whatever had been left of it. 

The reader should understand that the above rendering 
falls short of a full and exact account of what transpired in 
Berkeley on the evening of November 3, 1978 between the 
arrival and departure of Ms/tr Arche Fellown, the S/he. For 
reasons neither of us quite understand, each has clouded 
recollection of one or more of the above-reported events, 
rather marked differences in interpretation of those remarks 
we both recall were made by Arche, plus doubt and dispute 
about precisely which words S/he used. It is unfortunate that 
there were not any other witnesses present whose indepen- 
dent recall might assist us in more accurate reconstruction. 
One source of our problem may be the spirited, animated 
and hard-to-recapture nature of the conversation itself; per- 
haps it is, instead, merely attributable to some lasting effect 
of the aerosol spray (which, both Peter and Jim are certain, 
was balsam-scented). Immediately after awakening, both 
Dr. Hoffman and Dr. Robison doubted the authenticity of 
the encounter, and each was reluctant to mention the ex- 
perience to the other. Conversation revolved, instead, 
around the topic of splitting headaches, and was punctuated 
by groans and snarls. Peter snarled loud enough to disturb 
the neighbors when Jim placed a saucer of coffee before him 
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after pouring a cup of milk for the cat. Jim apologized, 
“Sorry, I'm all thumbs.” Peter commiserated, “Two heads 
are better than one.” After brief silence, both said in unison, 
“No point in talking about it -- no one else would ever 
believe us and we can’t possibly prove it really happened.” 
That would probably have been the end of the matter, with 
no subsequent reference being made to the incident. How- 
ever, within an hour both of us had changed our minds, 
Peter had gone to take a shower and returned, visibly upset. 
“Jim,” he said, “It seems | have twelve toes.” ‘Count your- 
self fortunate,” Jim replied, “I’ve noticed | have thirteen, and 
eight of them are on the same foot.” 

Thus, we were set on the path of action which culmi- 
nates in publication of this article. What follows is offered in 
the form of vignettes on the deliberations of a hypothetical 
sentencing tribunal, in order to make the presentation more 
concise while offering tangible examples. It is not meant to 
be a systematic treatise, but is intended merely to provide 
points of reference for readers who may wish to elaborate 
upon and fill in gaps of the abstract general model. 

Case A: “You, sir, have a miserable record of em- 
ployment. We are going to lend you a helping hand. This 
will give you a competitive edge in the job market -- em- 
ployers concerned about productivity are sure to give you 
hiring preference. Should you encounter complaints from 
the union local to the effect that you are a rate-buster with 
unfair advantage, simply explain to them that this arrange- 
ment is temporary, and try to pass the whole thing off as a 
minor variation on featherbedding. In the meanwhile, the 
only condition upon your liberty is that you will keep a string 
tied round one of the new fingers as reminder that, if you are 
once again tempted toward burglary, you will be laboring 
under enhanced risk of depositing latent fingerprints which 
may result in your apprehension.” 

Case B: “Picking up old ladies in dancehalls and 
fleecing them of their pensions is a really rotten thing to do. 
To lessen the likelihood of your perpetrating confidence 
swindles, we must impinge on your facile ways with wo- 
men, You will now wear two left feet, and the new third foot 
has been specially selected for its qualities of clumsiness. 
Most old ladies won't give you a second glance during the 
period of your sentence.” 

Case C Psychiatrists have made a persuasive argu- 
ment that, despite your being in sufficient possession of your 
wits to permit us to hold you criminally accountable, some 
credence must be given to your own plea that “I didn’t have 
my head screwed on quite straight at the time of the of- 
tense.” In order to deprive you of a similar sort of excuse for 
your future actions, we will be mounting the extra head to 
face rearward; that head formerly belonged to a fully re- 
sponsible individual, and this positioning may relieve you of 
those paranoid beliefs about being followed. If you should 
entertain any doubts that these measures are being taken in 
your own best interests, keep in mind the trust our action 
represents, given your past penchant for driving getaway 
cars. 

Cases D and E: Equity demands we give attention 
to the fact that you were rap partners in commission of the 
same offense, but proportionality considerations also re- 
quire that we take into account the fact one of you exercised 
greater initiative and is more culpable. We have pondered 
this dilemma in search of a penalty that may reconcile the 
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tension between these two claims of justice, and appropriate 
solution will necessitate that we depart from convention and 
waive imposition of extra body parts. You, who were the 
leader, will dip your hands in the Crazy Glue, step behind 
your former follower, and place one hand on each of his 
shoulders, thereby incapacitating you. You, the former fol- 
lower, have just gained new appreciation of the interde- 
pendency of human beings and, as you go forward to seek 
new involvements, may be somewhat deterred from crimi- 
nal pursuits, knowing that it will be less easy to flee the scene 
of crime. 

Case F; “You can retire your raincoat, because we 
are attaching a member so large that you should no longer 
suffer the lack of self-esteem which we understand to be the 
purported explanation for your disgusting habit, Further, we 
are placing this organ right above that curl in the middle of 
your forehead, so that you won't need to walk about the 
streets naked, If you feel shy at first, you might request that a 
haberdasher outfit you with one of those collapsible tephats. 
It would be most considerate to other patrons if, hereafter, 
you sit in the back row when attending porno movie houses, 
lest an erection obstruct their view. 

Some readers may raise several types of objection, but 
we are confident most of these can be successfully count- 
ered, It is, for example, true that the surgical processes for 
effecting workable neural paths and adequate blood circula- 
tion are likely to prove both intricate and costly, but these 
seeming handicaps turn out to be advantages when viewed 
in the context of the impetus provided to basic medical 
research potentially beneficial to all citizens, plus the vigi- 
lance against frivolous excesses in reliance on criminal pro- 
cedure in social control -- expense becomes a safeguard. 

Where, the reader may ask, are the spare parts to come 
from? From the growing surplus stock now accumulating in 
hospital banks - the storage costs of which help to account 
for the spiraling inflation of hospitalization expenses for 
living whole specimens. Getting these parts out of the freez- 
ers and onto the streets into sunlight and association with a 
live body is an obviously more suitable form of temporary 
storage, and the offender will gain the satisfaction of know- 
ing that, even when hermself idle, s/he is making a positive 
contribution to the welfare of society; truly, offenders will 
wear their stigmata with pride. At any time a particular body 
part in use by a felon becomes needed by a more worthy 
citizen, the offender's sentence will, in the interest of social 
justice, be commuted to time served. Indirect benefits to 
society will be enormous; Consider what the new criminal 
sentencing statutes will do for the tailored clothing market; 
consider public safety -- it will not be merely old ladies in 
dancehalls who will be alerted to the presence of sus- 
picious-looking characters -- tomorrow the maxim may be- 
come, ‘four-armed is forewarned.” 

In closing, we are reminded, dear readers, that one of 
you out there may be Arche Fellown, S/himself. If you are 
teading this, Arche, please accept our gratitude for the en- 
lightenment you brought, and also accept our invitation to 
return and remove those physical tokens we still wear -- we 
assure you we have done full penance. If there is no possibil- 
ity of your return, can you at least forward to us a message 
which could clear up certain remaining ambiguities? Does 
your visit help to explain, for example, why our noses have 
been growing longer at the rate of about one-quarter inch 
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per day, leading some of our few remaining friends to begin 
calling us the Pinocchio brothers? 
Letter to the Editor: 

Messrs. Hoffman and Robison have grosSly distorted 
the thrust of the advice | offered on the evening in question, 
suggesting that | condone the practices with which | ac- 
Quainted them, and misconstruing the import of the evi- 
Dence which | left with them. | do not approve of the 
additive model of justice which they now eXtol, nor can | 
excuse myself for the digital prank -- | blame that act on my 
outrage at their gullibility, though it would seem that both 
their offense and my counter-offense were partially attribut- 
able to the disinHibiting effects of slivovitz. The article 
which they have produced completely neglects the major 
point in our conversation -- the problem of the legitimaCy of 
power and authority by which some people exercise coer- 
cion over others. In my own case, | still deny any duty to 
obey the law which resulted in my ejection from society on 
the mere grounds that it was the law (enacted, incidentally, 
by a despotic state), although | acknowledGe that it would 
have been in my self-interest to comply. It will be noted that 
the case examples offered by Robison and Hoffman are in 
the form of monologues -- a form which permits a single 
speaker to posit which interests are relevant and which are 
not, and to invent appropriatenesses between penalties and 
offenses -- plausibility depenDent on tunnel vision, Dialo- 
gue is the more appropriate form for a society which takes 
pride in an adversaRy system of justice; in that spirit, | offer 
the following case, which is based on the true experience of 
a recidivist, Ms. Demeanant. 

Case G. “Just look at you -- it’s hardly surprising 
you were picked out of the line-up so easily, You're a mess 
~-all cluttered upwith extras, and standing there smiling, as if 
your're proud to be a recidivist. How many times is it that 
you've been before this board? Let me see -- one, two, three. 
. . you're not wearing any concealed parts, are you? Let me 
see that hand; hold it up. Now look, that’s no way to take 
care of what we issue you --filthy dirty, and burns between 
the fingers where you've fallen asleep smoking (and prob- 
ably drinking, as well). No respect for your. .. er... uh 
self, at all; if | had it in my power, we'd withdraw your parts, 
but the law says we're . . . you're stuuck with the arm for 
another six months, and the rest for longer, and that doesn’t 
take into account the current charge -- abuse of state prop- 
erty, Why did you have to use our hand, when you've got 
two perfectly good ones of your own? Ordinarily, we're in a 
poor position to cope with incorrigibles such as yourself, but 
the local agricultural and veterinary college has recently 
completed some research that we think may be helpful in 
your case. This beagle head has been conditioned to yap 
“nuff, nuff’ at any time the alcohol content in your collec- 
tive bloodstream exceeds .09 percent. Also, since you re- 
peatedly failed to locate productive employment, we are 
planting this miniature hybrid fruit tree on your remaining 
shoulder, which produces nectarines and tangelos year 
round, meaning that you'll have to walk slow, drink a lot of 
water and report weekly to the cannery for harvesting, and 
back here monthly for pruning. Consider yourself lucky that 
we didn’t sentence you to the melon patch, Yes. You want to 
say something. Speak up. Go on. What do you mean, I'ma 
turdhead!”” 


Sincerely, 
Arche Fellown 
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